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TABLE 3 Percentage Distribution in the CLMS and CPS Populations by I and Sex for Individuais Under Age 23, Fiscal 1977


Percentage of CLMS
Percentage Females


Females     Males


White Black Hispanic
17.80       24.16 23.18       23.93 5.94        4.96
40.48 6.94 2.92
Total	46.92       53.05	50.34
NOTE:  These calculations exclude other minorities (i.e., nonblack, non-Hispanic minority groups).
SOURCE: Data from L.J. Bassi, M.C. Simms, L.C. Burbridge, and C.L. I (1984) .
and nonparticipant youths. The objective of the study was to identil possible differences and to determine which differences, if any, affected the probability of participation in government-sponsored employment and training programs (Simms and Leitch, 1983).
The Urban Institute study was based on data from the National Longitudinal Survey of Young Americans.  The NLS is a good data set J analyzing youth participation in employment and training programs because it allows one to compare participants with nonparticipants. The data set includes more than 12,000 individuals aged 14 to 2l in 1979.  The survey oversampled minorities and low-income whites, the groups most likely to participate in employment and training programi Just over 2,000 respondents had participated in at least one governm« sponsored employment and training program prior to the 1980 survey Interviews. Although participation rates were higher among minority groups—one-third of the blacks interviewed had participated in a program, compared with 11 percent of whites and 24 percent of Hispanics—there were no substantial differences by sex (Table 4).
In general, young women in the sample had higher levels of educational attainment than young men.  Overall, young men in the sample were more likely to have less than a high school education (4 percent of the men versus 44.5 percent of the females in the sample) and were less likely to have completed any formal education beyond h: school (19.2 percent for males versus 23.8 percent for females) (see Table 5). This differential was similar for all ethnic groups, exce] Hispanics. For those who had participated in government programs, t educational gap was much wider. Among participants between January 1978 and spring 1980, there were large differences between men and women; a larger percentage of the female than the male participants l

